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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract may not 
include other parts of the application (I.e. drawing). Correction Is required. See IVIPEP 
§ 608.01(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following Is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims1-4, 11-12, 17, 21-22, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being unpatentable by Freedman US 2634132. 

With respect to the claims below, references to the prior art appear in parenthesis. 

Regarding claim 1 . (Original) Freedman discloses: Layout game (col 1, In 1-2 
card game ^comprising a number of cardsff/gf 3, in. 10-13)ha\/\ng imagesffig 3, in. 21- 
24) which when playing the game have to be laid out in matching connections, (fig 1 
the results of assembled the four cards 10-13 and col 1, In 49-55 explanation 
regarding fig 1) wherein the images are spaced from at least one border portion of the 
cards. ff/g 3 wherein images in. 21-24 and card border in. 15) 
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regarding claim 2. (Currently Amended) Freedman discloses: wherein the cards 
are at least partially made of transparent material, Ceo/ 1, In 9-12) in particularly a border 
area located between the image and the said border portion, (figs 1&3 the 
transparent cards wherein the images(in. 21-24) in corresponded to the card 
border(in. 15)) 

Regarding claim 3. (Currently Amended) Freedman discloses: wherein the 
images are spaced from at least half the circumferential border of the cards, (fig 3, card 
11 wherein image 22 spaced at least half circumferential of the border 15, same 
card 13 with image 24 spaced at least half circumferential of the border 15) 

Regarding claim 4. (Original) Freedman discloses: wherein the Images are 
spaced from at least almost the entire circumferential border of the cards, (fig 3, 
wherein cards 10-13 have image indicia 25 thereon spaced from at least the entire 
circumferential of the border 15) 

Regarding claim 1 1 . (Currently Amended) Freedman discloses: wherein the 
cards are polygonal (figs 1&3(in. 10-13)) 

Regarding claim 12. (Original) Freedman discloses: wherein the cards are 
rectangular.Cf/gs 1&3(in. 10-13)) 
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Regarding claim 17. (Original) Freedman discloses: wherein the image matches 
at least one comer.ffig 3, card 10, image 25 (the number 10 thereon in the corner)) 

Regarding claim 21. (Original) Freedman discloses: Card suitable (fig 3, cards 
10-13, image 25 thereon (numbers 10& 20)) and intended for a layout game.fco/ 1, In 
1-2-invention related to card games) 

Regarding claim 22. (Original) Freedman discloses: Packaging containing a 
stack of cards, (fig 4 packaging 35 containing the stack of cards). 

Regarding claim 25. (New)Freedman discloses: Layout game .(col 1, In 1-2- 
invention related to card games^comprising a number of cardsCfig 3, cards 10-13) 
having a borderff/g 3, border 15) and having imagesff/g 3, images 21-24) which when 
playing the game have to be laid out in matching connections, (fig 2 way of matching, 
fig 1 the outcome of the particular layout)vjhere\n the images are spaced from at 
least one portion of the border of the cards so as to form card border areas between the 
image and the border, wherein said card border area is transparent, (figs 1&3 wherein 
images 21-23 thereon on cards 10-13 respectively and wherein images 21-23 are 
spaced from border 15) 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 

forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Freedman US 2634132. 

With respect to the claims below, references to the prior art appear in parenthesis. 

Regarding claim 7. (Original) Freedman does not disclose: wherein the images 
are triangular however, Freedman explicitly suggested that the indicia may be 
fragmentary or partial sketches or drawing of familiar objects (col 1, In 17-20). It would 
have been obvious at the time the invention was made to modify Freedman's images 
shape by his own explicit suggestion and to have the images as triangular for the 
reason that a skill artisan would be motivated to do so as a choice in design. 

Regarding claim 8. (Original) Freedman does not disclose: wherein the images 
form the game triominos however, Freedman discloses: that it will be obvious to modify 
the game to play different games with drawing (images) familiar objects (col 2, In 2-8). 
Therefore, It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to modify 
Freedman card game by is own suggestion and to create the images according the 
trade marked game of triominos. 
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6. Claims 5-6, 9-10, 13-16, and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Freedman US 2634132 as applied to claim 1 above, and further in 
view of Niederlitz US 83342 

With respect to the claims below, references to the prior art appear in parenthesis. 

Regarding claim 5. (Currently Amended)Freedman discloses: if desire other 
indicia may be applied (col 2, In 59-60) however, does not disclose: wherein the images 
have a shape that is similar to the cards. 

Niederlitz discloses: wherein the images have a shape that is similar to the cards. 
(fig 1) therefore, it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
modify Freedman's images shape as taught by Niederlitz for the reason that a skill 
artisan would be motivated to do so as a choice in design since Freedman explicitly 
suggest that any other indicia my be applied. 

Regarding claim 6. (Currently Amended) Freedman discloses: if desire other 
indicia may be applied (col 2, In 59-60) however, does not disclose: the images are 
polygonal. Niederlitz discloses: the images are polygonal. It would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to modify Freedman's images shape as taught by 
Niederlitz for the reason cited in claim 5. 

Regarding claim 9. (Original) Niederlitz discloses: wherein the images are 
rectangular.Cfig 1 a rectangular image within a rectangular card) 
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Regarding claim 10. (Original) Niederlitz discloses: wherein the images form the 
game dominoes. Cf/g 1 and col 2, In 3-domlno representation) 

Regarding claim 13. (Currently Amended) Freedman discloses: wherein the said 
border portion forms a side of the polygon (fig 3,cards 10-13 with polygon side 
border 15) however, Freedman does not disclose: ,wherein the images are polygonal 
and images have a shape that is similar to the cards. 

Niederlitz discloses: the shape of the cards as polygonal and have the shape 
similar to the card (fig 1) therefore, it would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to modify Freedman's images shape as taught by Niederlitz for the reason 
that a skill artisan would be motivated to do so as a choice in design since Freedman 
explicitly suggest that any other indicia my be applied (col 1, In 17-20). 

Regarding claim 14. (Currently Amended)Freedman discloses: wherein the 
images are spaced from at least half the circumferential border of the cards (fig 3, card 
13 wherein Image 24 at least half the circumferential border 15) and wherein the 
said half of the circumferential border forms two or more sides of the polygon. ("f/g 3, 
card 12 with Image 23 thereon) 

Regarding claim 15. (Original) Niedelirtz discloses: wherein the said sides match 
each other.Cf/g 1, and col 2, In 3-5-the domino images are symmetrically) 
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Regarding claim 16. (Original)Freeclman does not disclose: wherein the image is 
centred with respect to the card however, Niederlitz discloses: wherein the image is 
centred with respect to the card (fig 1, and col 2, In 3-5-the domino images are 
symmetrically) 

It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to modify to 
modify Freedman's Images shape as taught by Niederlitz for the reason that a skill 
artisan would be motivated to do so merely as a choice in design since Freedman 
explicitly suggest that any other indicia may be fragmentary or partial sketches or 
drawing of familiar objects my be applied (col 1, In 17-20). 

Regarding claim 19. (Currently Amended) Freedman discloses: any other indicia 
may be fragmentary or partial sketches or drawing of familiar objects may be applied 
(col 1, In 17-20) however, does not disclose: wherein at least one border portion of the 
Image Is parallel to a border portion of the card. 

Niederlitz discloses: wherein at least one border portion of the image Is parallel to 
a border portion of the card.Cffgf 1) therefore. It would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to modify Freedman's images shape as taught by Niederlitz for the 
reason that a skill artisan would be motivated to do so merely as a choice in design. 
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Regarding claim 20. (Original)Niderlitz discloses: wherein the circumferential 
border of the image is substantially parallel to the circumferential border of the car6.(fig 
1) 

7. Claim18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Freedman US 2634132 as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Irwin 
3245687. 

With respect to the claims below, references to the prior art appear in parenthesis. 

Regarding claim 18. (Currently Amended)Freedman does not discloses: wherein 
the image is incorporated in between two transparent foil layers however, Irwin 
discloses: that the opaque area (the images on the card) may be produced on the cards 
by printing or other methodsfco/ 2, In 33-42) therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Freedman's 
cards as taught by Irwin for the reason that a skilled artisan would be motivated to do so 
merely as a way to creating the transparent card with the images thereon. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Green US 5299805 plurality of transparent puzzle cards with 
images thereon; Duveyoung US 4362301 puzzle game with transparent cards and 
method of playing the game. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to AMIR KLAYMAN whose telephone number is (571)270- 
7131 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mo. - Fr. (7:30AM-5:00PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marvin Lateef can be reached on (571) 272-5026. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/AK/ 10/23/2008 
/Marvin M. Lateef/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4157 
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